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Response to Amendment 
The following is in response to the amendment filed on November 21, 2005. 

Claim Objections 

Currently amended claim 1 now recites the step of "passing the treated fiber stock 
suspension to a paper machine and producing the at least one of paper and cardboard with the 
treated fiber stock suspension". This is not a step of the disclosed process for treating a fiber 
stock suspension, but rather is a step performed on the suspension after the treating. This step is 
actually part of the overall process for producing at least one of paper and cardboard. 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
Claims 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Claim 4 recites "wherein the fluffer is used for pre- treating the fiber stock suspension". It 
is uncertain what is meant by "pre -treatment". It is also uncertain what follows the claimed 
"pre-treatment", as nothing else is claimed. Pre-treatment can be considered as being any 
processing step that proceeds another processing step. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1-4, 6-11, 13, 14, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wu et al (US 6,074,524). 

Wu discloses fluff pulp products that are obtained by defiberizing pulp suspensions under 
low energy conditions which provides the pulp fibers with high surface area. The fibers are not 
refined or are only lightly refined. The defiberization advantageously allows for attachment of 
filler particles to the fibrous surfaces. Also, the presence of filler in the suspension allows for a 
lower defiberization energy. See the difference between the fibers of Figures 2 A (untreated) and 
2B (treated). Wu teaches that the low-energy defiberized pulps are preferable over highly refined 
pulps in producing fluff pulps. Wu discloses using a Kamas Laboratory mill. The 
defiberization energy requirement of Wu is less than 90 kJ/kg (column 15, lines 15-17). This 
reads on the claimed energy requirement as shown below: 

1000 kJ- 0.277 kWh 

1000 kg = 1 . 1 ton (assuming 'ton' is an English ton, rather than a metric ton). 

90 kJ/kg = 90 kJ/kg * (0.277 kWh/lOOOkJ) * (1000 kg/1.1 1) = 22.72 kWh/t, 
which falls between the claimed 5-200 kWh/t. 

Example 5 (column 12) provides for the use of calcium carbonate. It is noted that Wu 
does not disclose the pH of the fiber suspension being between 10-13, however, it would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art to have a high pH to prevent dissolution of calcium 
carbonate during fiber treatment. 
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All other claimed features are disclosed by Wu or are obvious (i.e., room temperature 
and atmospheric pressure read on the claimed ranges of temperature and pressure) or are obvious 
variations of known result effective variables {In re Boesch, 205 USPQ 215 (CCPA 1980) where it 
was held that the discovery of an optimum value of a known result effective variable without 
producing any new or unexpected results is within the skill of the routineer in the art). 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 5 and 15-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 

Claims 5 and 18 are allowable for the recitation of features pertaining to the fluffer. 

Claim 15-17 are allowable for providing Ca(0H)2 as an additive. 
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Response to Arguments 
Applicant's argument filed August 3, 2005 have been fiilly considered. 
The arguments have overcome the rejections set forth previously. Accordingly the 
rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) over Klungness et al (US 5,223,090) in view of Wu et al 
(US 6,074,524) and LaRiviere (US 6,077,396) has been withdrawn. It is recognized at least that 
the claimed process is not an obvious modification of the process of Klungness, but rather a 
process which can be used in conjunction with Klungness. 

Regarding the rejection presented above. Applicant's arguments regarding Wu are 
pertinent. It is noted in those arguments. Applicant relies upon features which are not recited in 
the rejected claims. The process of Wu is differentiated as being a process for filler attachment 
to the surface of fibers rather than filler loading of fibers. However, the claims are directed 
towards merely "a process of treating a fiber stock suspension for at least one of paper and 
cardboard production". There is nothing claimed directed to filler loading of fibers. The claims 
are open to a process such as that disclosed by Wu. Although the claims are interpreted in light 
of the specification, limitations fi-om the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van 
Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). It is also noted that the claimed 
process does not necessarily result in filler loading, per se, particularly if the claimed process is a 
pre-treatment for a filler loading process such as that of Klungness. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Eric Hug whose telephone number is 571 272-1 192. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven Griffin can be reached on 571 272-1 189. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appHcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



